A survey of the environmental world-views of undergraduate students found that their views of the environment could be reduced, as had been found by Price et al. (J Environ Psychol, 37, 8-20 2014) into the 'as elastic' and the 'environment as ductile'. The 'environment as elastic' summarizes a range of views that focus on the unpredictable nature of the environment and its ability to recover from the impact of human activities. Unlike Price et al. (J Environ Psychol, 37, 8-20 2014), however, the basis of the 'environment as elastic' view is solidly based on a fatalistic/non-fatalistic world-view of this age group. The survey suggests that the likelihood of individuals demonstrating environmentally aware behaviour was strongly correlated with their environmental world-view and how their general ideological word views is conditioned by their political alignment. There was, however, a limited range of behaviours that even environmentally aware undergraduates were prepared to take now and into the future and these were correlated with their concern to adopt what might be considered to be conveniently successful life styles.
Introduction
According to the United Kingdom 25-year environment plan (HM Government 2018) the scale of human impact on the planet has never been greater than it is now. The Living Planet Report 2018 states that since 1970, 60% of mammals, birds, fish and reptile's species have declined (WWF 2018) . Climate change, habitat loss, increases in natural hazards, over-consumption and non-circular resource use are just a few of the many challenges facing policy makers and the wider population. It is clear that any solutions to these problems will require a significant amount of actions by individuals, voluntary or otherwise, to change environmental behaviours. The extent of this problem is illustrated in the British Social Attitudes Survey (Philips et al., 2018) where 95% of people questioned think that climate change is probably happening but where people gave an average score of 4.4 out of 10 for the chances that limiting their own energy use would reduce climate change.
The nature and extent of the problems facing the environment are relatively well known but it could be argued that there is a disconnect between individual responsibility and environmental behaviour, a separation that represents a significant challenge for environmental management at all levels (Johnstone and Tan 2015) . The expectation that increased environmental concern should lead to an increase in environmental actions (e.g. McCarty and Shrum 1994) , grounded in the value-attitude behaviour perspective of such research has not necessarily been confirmed by researchers. It can be argued that there is often a clear gap between the level of environmental concern and the subsequent actions implying that relationships between environmental concerns and actions is more complex than might initially appear (see for example Blake 1999; Kollmus and Agyeman 2002; Eilam and Trop 2012) .
As pointed out by Rhead et al. (2015) understanding the nature of environmental concerns is essential for understanding how society engages with environmental problems. Within the context of climate change, research has highlighted clear differences in attitudes towards the environment based on world-views as well as education levels, gender and age. Previous research has shown that climate scepticism was higher from respondents with a more traditional background, politically conservative views and lower socio-economic groupings (Poortinga et al. 2011) . Whitmarsh (2011) found that scepticism in relation to climate change was strongly influenced more by environmental and political values rather than by education or knowledge. Barr (2007) , within the realm of waste management, noted that environmental behaviours are broadly attributed to three groups of independent variables: situational variables; environmental values and psychological factors.
Within this spectrum of attitudes, cultural values and beliefs can be seen to be a strongly influencing factor on people's concerns and actions. Cultural beliefs and values are essential in understanding how people react to environmental challenges. Understanding the impact of cultural values and beliefs enables us at least in part to interpret why for example, four in ten Americans say that climate change will have a little or no impact on them personally (Jones et al. 2014) . It can be argued that cultural responses filter our attitudes to environmental risk and associated actions. The measurement of cultural values and beliefs is well established and according to Taras et al. (2010) expanded significantly after Hofstede's "Culture's Consequences" in 1980.
This research explores the environmental world-views of undergraduate students and examines the likelihood of individuals demonstrating environmentally aware behaviour and to what extent this correlates with their environmental world-view. In addition, this research examines how their general ideological word-views is conditioned by their political alignment. Importantly this is the first research that examines how the various elements influence the environmental behaviours of the British students surveyed.
Theoretical background
Views about the nature of evidence, the magnitude of environmental issues and the acceptability of solutions are all affected by the framework of values and beliefs held by individuals (Kahan 2010; Kahan et al. 2012) . Individuals are deeply embedded within the cultural frameworks which generate the environmental issues that require actions to alleviate (Adger et al. 2013 ) and so identification and positioning of individuals within these frameworks is an essential aspect of the analysis of an individual's perception of environmental risk (Kahan 2010) . Identifying and classifying an individual's belief and value system in relation to issues of environmental risk can then help in understanding how individual's interpret and react to evidence and solutions. Similarly, the consistency of an individual's world-view can be analysed by comparing their response to different types of issues relative to their belief and value systems. Inconsistency in attitudes towards issues would imply that the belief and value system of an individual can exhibit a degree of flexibility depending on the nature of the issues being considered. This would imply that strategies that are effective for encouraging actions on one issue are not necessarily transferable to other issues. This research project uses the 'myths of physical reality' framework developed in cultural theory by Douglas and Wildavsky (1982) and extended to environmental risks by Schwarz and Thompson (1990) to identify world-views of undergraduates. Individuals will be classified and located within the four 'world-views' (hierarchical, egalitarian, individualistic and fatalistic; Table 1 ) along the grid/group axes developed by Douglas (1978) . Hierarchical world-views see nature as a robust system if managed correctly. Under this world-view environmental problems can be controlled it is argued by robust regulation and expert knowledge. Egalitarian world-views believe that the use of nature must be balanced between ours needs and the needs of future generations. Within this world-view limiting our own behaviour is seen as the best way of reducing environmental problems. People with individualistic world-views see nature as a robust system. This group also tend to believe that environmental problems can be solved by technical solutions. The final category is the fatalistic group who view nature as an unpredictable system. This group as the name suggests are indifferent to environmental problems and think little can be done to solve these issues.
Recent evidence from Price et al. (2014) suggests that such cultural biases associated with environmental issues may be simplified in terms of individual's position on the group axis alone (hierarchical/egalitarian world-view). The problem of relative lack of clarity in terms, however is something that needs to be considered when interpreting the data below. Milford and Duclitt (2010) and Schultz et al. (2005) noted that key terms such as 'environmental attitudes' and 'environmental concerns' and environmental world-view are usually poorly defined. Whilst some have viewed pro-environmental behaviour as altruistic (DeGroot and Steg 2009), such behaviour can also have a pro-social aspect, where such behaviour is seen by the individual as advancing or being indicative of their social status. Within this research, we define environmental concerns as an individual's worries in relation to a range of issues including resource depletion, habitat destruction and global warming. Environmental attitudes influence environmental behaviours and are as defined by (Milfont 2007 ) as a psychological tendency expressed by evaluating the natural environment with some degree of favour or disfavour. Within this research, we focus on the environmental worldview through the lens of a set of questions developed by Price et al. (2014) and define environmental behaviour only within the terms of the specific behaviours in the survey questions.
This research will assess if the simplification of worldviews into the two identified by Price et al. (2014) is present within a United Kingdom (UK) based undergraduate student population sampled in this research. The two views are the 'environment as elastic' where 'the ecosystem is described as resilient and able to bounce back from both damage and efforts to protect it' (Price et al. 2014, p. 13) . The other world-view is 'environment as ductile'. Where 'the ecosystem is described as altered by human activity and unable to bounce back from damage or efforts to protect it' (Price et al. 2014, p. 13) .
Additionally, we will assess if this simplification can be used to explain any inconsistency between concerns about the threats from environmental issues and their proenvironmental behaviours. Consistency in world-views across general social and political issues will also be explored as recent evidence from (Coppock and Green 2017) suggests that individuals tend to compartmentalize their attitudes to issues meaning that concern and actions about environmental issues will be limited to that issue alone. It is suggested that this compartmentalization will result in what seem to be inconsistency in the attitudes of individuals to a range of issues and policies. From a policy perspective this would mean that a 'one size fits all' set of strategies for encouraging actions on a range of issues would not be appropriate.
Research questions
This research focuses on three main research questions:
& Is there consistency in an individual's environmental world-view? Can it be adequately described by the 'nature as elastic' and 'nature as ductile' classification proposed by Price et al. (2014) ? & Are the environmental world-views of individuals associated with their level of environmental concern and with the level of their environmental actions? & Are the environmental world-views of individuals distinct and separate from the political views of individuals?
Methodology

Participants
This survey was conducted between January-February 2018 and involved university-wide recruitment of undergraduate students (survey questions can be found in Appendix 1). Students from the United Kingdom were selected as the group for this case study as they were seen as the group of potential 'young professionals' who may go on to influence policy and practice at all scales. In the United Kingdom, the Brexit referendum has suggested clear differences of opinion between particular groups in relation to amongst other things generational and educational lines (Hobolt 2016) . Students are not necessarily a homogenous population, just like the wider population of young people. Within this sample there was a dominance of Science-based students (64%), with a minority of Humanitiesbased students (36%), but the overwhelming majority (80%) had had some form of education in climate change at school and virtually every course within the university considered environmental change as part of its curriculum. In this sense the student population selected is likely be, in theory, better informed about the nature and impacts of environmental change. The overwhelming majority of participants were from southern England, London and the home counties (85%), with a minority from the Midlands or eastern England (20%). This relatively narrow spatial distribution meant that there were likely to be little variation in perceptions due to regional influences. Recruitment was voluntary and involved students responding to an inter-departmental email (with a total pool of approximately 1500 students) and then completion of an online survey. A total of 152 undergraduates replied (about a 10% response rate). Undergraduate students were selected as this restricted the variation in age and education level of respondents removing these as potential explanatory factors. Instead, the limited age and educational range meant that the respondents reflected the environmental world-views of individuals that were relatively well educated and, given the environmental awareness embedded in the national curriculum as noted above, should be relatively interested in responding to and undertake environmental friendly behaviour in the future. This survey, therefore, addressed the environmental world-views of a section of the population likely to be influential in the success or failure of environmental policies in the future. The breakdown of the respondents provided a good coverage of gender Price et al. 2014 Myth of nature Characteristics Egalitarian Use of nature must be balanced between ours needs and the needs of future generations.
Attempts to control environmental problems by limiting own behaviour. Hierarchist Nature as robust system if managed correctly.
Environmental problems can be controlled by robust regulation and expert knowledge. Individualist Nature seen as a robust system.
Environmental problems can be solved by technical solutions. Fatalist Nature as unpredictable.
Indifference to environmental problems.
(52.8% female and 47.2% male) and different stages of their university education (Year 1-36.4%, Year 2-33.6%, Year 3-30%).
The results from the questionnaire data were then deferentially tested through factor analysis, Cronbach Alpha and Kruskal Wallis.
Quantifying environmental world-views
As in Price et al. (2014) a pool of 40 items were used to quantify cultural environmental world-views (Appendix 1). We gratefully acknowledge both the detailed testing and critical discussion of the questions undertaken by these authors as well as the authors upon whose work they built their series of questions Dake 1992; Triandis 1996; Dunlap et al. 2000, and Sievers 2000) . For each world-view there were five items that described the beliefs about human relationships to the natural environment and five items that described policy solutions for managing the natural environment. The individualistic worldview, for example, frames the environment as able to cope with disturbances and able to recover reflected in the question 'The natural environment is strong and can easily adapt to human activity' for which a strongly agree response would equate to a highly individualistic world-view and so score a 5. Likewise, such a world-view is aligned to view certain policies as appropriate when dealing with the environment, so responding 'strongly agree' to the question 'Economic markets are more than capable of managing the natural environment sustainably' reflects such an individualistic world-views and would be scored as 5.
Participants were asked to indicate their level of agreement with each on a 5-point scale. The coding was designed so that the four world-views were scored 5 on the relevant beliefs and policy questions associated with each. This should mean that a consistent hierarchical world-view scored a total of 50 on the two questions associated with hierarchal beliefs and policies, but only 10 on the two questions focused on the individualistic world-view. The scores for each answer were then used in a factor analysis of the responses of all those surveyed enabling each individual to be located within factor analysis space.
Quantifying environmental behaviour
Questions on environmental behaviour mirrored those used by Lynn (2014) in an analysis of determinates of proenvironmental behaviour. Questions about environmental behaviour focus on simple actions that individuals could take now to alleviate environment issues and on how individuals expect their future behaviours to impact the environment.
Consistency of environmental world-views
The 40 world-view questions were subject to exploratory factor analyses (maximization of the sum of variance squared on the loadings) using Minitab 17.0 and SPSS 23.0 to identify the underlying structure of the responses. The responses were coded from 1 (strongly disagree) to 5 (strongly agree) with the view expressed in the question. This means that a high score on questions related to hierarchical and egalitarian views reflects agreement with these views, whilst a high score on the individualist and fatalist questions reflects agreement with these views. It might be expected that a committed environmentalist would tend to score high on the hierarchical and egalitarian questions and low on the individualist and fatalist questions.
Before undertaking factor analysis of the responses a series of Cronbach alpha tests were run of each of the sets of questions designed to assess hierarchical, egalitarian, individualist and fatalist world-views ( Table 2 ). The Cronbach alpha quantifies the reliability or internal consistency of a set of test items. It is not a measure of the dimensionality of these items but rather provides an indication of whether the items provide a consistent and strong measure of the underlying concept the items are meant to assess. The scale can vary from 0 to 1 with 1 indicating perfect covariation amongst all the test items and 0 indicating total independence of the test items. The closer to 1 the Cronbach alpha is then the more this suggests that the test items used are likely to be measuring the same concept. Although there is no agreed standard for what is an acceptable Cronbach alpha value, values as 0.5 can be considered acceptable, although Tavakol and Dennick (2011) suggest it may be more appropriate to suggest values in the range 0.75-0.90 fit this category. Low Cronbach alpha values can be associated with having a limited number of questions or poor interrelatedness between the items used. Although all values in Table 2 are above 0.5, the values in the table suggest that the division of questions into 5 question blocks to identify specific aspects of environmental world-views, e.g. hierarchical-environmental and hierarchical-political may be too fine a division to provide a consistent measure of that underlying concept. Combing sets of questions to identify more general world-views such as hierarchical or individualistic, produce higher values suggesting that more questions may refine and improve the consistency of the measure.
Having assessed the internal consistency of the response to questions about environmental world-views, the underlying structuring or dimensionality of these views was explored using factor analysis. Exploratory factor analysis (maximum likelihood extraction with oblimin rotation) identified the underlying structure in the data. Twelve components have eigenvalues above 1 that explained18.2%, 8.8%, 6.3%, 5.0%, 4.8%, 4.1%, 4.0%, 3.8%, 3.5%, 2.9%, 2.6% and 2.5% of the variance respectively. Appendix 1 provides details of this initial exploratory analysis. As in Price et al. (2014) , this initial analysis provided no clear set of patterns with many item loading on several factors. Inspection of the scree-plot and applying Cattell's (1966) and Ledesma et al. (2015) criteria, the plot clearly flattens after Factor 3 although the clear break may be associated with Factors 2 or 3. A further exploration of a three and two component solution was undertaken. The results of the three component solution showed no clear patterns except for some items relevant to fatalistic world-views having scores of 0.5 or greater. The pattern and structure factor loadings of two component solution, as presented in Table 3 , did produce a relatively simple structure with most of the items substantially loading on only one axis. Identification of this simple pattern meant that the two component solution was used for analysis. Fatalistic items loaded positively on Factor 1, whilst hierarchical and egalitarian items loaded positively on Factor 2. There is a moderate negative correlation between the factors (r = −0.200, n = 40).
Factor analysis was used on the responses of individuals in perceptions survey to determine the presence of any underlying factors within the data. Factors scores for Factors 1 and 2 were then assigned to each individual l participant based on their responses to the survey. The relationship between an individual's factor scores and their environmental concerns and behaviour was then assessed using the non-parametric Kruskal-Wallis test. This test was used, rather than correlation analysis, as an individual's environmental concerns and behaviours were scored on a Likert 5-point scale and correlation analysis would have resulted in a large number of ties.
Quantifying contextual information
Additional contextual information about an individual was collected using the same questions as used in the British Election Study (http://www.britishelectionstudy.com/) which meant that the nature of the student population could be compared nationally to assess how representative the political views of this sample were of the UK population of this age range as a whole.
Results
Consistency of environmental world-views
Comparison of the items with loadings on components 1 and 2 above 0.5 (Table 3) with the items identified by Price et al. (2014) as significant items (Table 4) suggests that the different items construct the factors in this study. In particular, the dominance of fatalistic items in Factor 1 differs greatly from the factors found by Price et al. (2014) . In their analysis the sample of 290 individuals from across Australia represented the general population and there was a much greater importance attached to individualistic items for Factor 1 and for a greater range of hierarchical and egalitarian items contributing to Factor 2. This research suggests that for the age group surveyed there is certainly still merit in dividing environmental world-views into the 'environment as elastic' and the 'environment as ductile' but that the basis of these world-views may be subtly different from that of the general population as identified by Price et al. For Factor 1 the fatalistic items and single individualistic item all refer to policy for managing the environment rather than beliefs about human relationships to the environment. For Factor 2 all the key items refer to beliefs about human relationships to the environment and recognize that the environment is in a delicate balance that requires careful management. This suggests that the two axes represent two distinct aspect of an individual's beliefs about the environment, Factor 1 what can be done (or not) about the environment and Factor 2 what the nature of the environment is.
Factor 1 can still be described as the 'environment as elastic' as it is firmly based on the right of the individual to choice, but this is within a context of the environment itself being seen as fragile with any one individual unable to alter the trajectory of environmental degradation. Factor 2 can still be described as the 'environment as ductile' as there is still a focus on the environment as requiring human protection because of its fragility through organizations and expert knowledge.
Relationship between environmental world-views and environmental concerns and behaviour
Each individual respondent was assigned loading values for both Factors 1 and 2 based on their survey responses to their world-view questions. A correlation between individual factor scores of −0.254 (statistically significant at α = 0.01) suggests that individuals have consistent and divergent sets of beliefs about the environment and its management that the items in the survey have identified. Figure 1 plots individual factor scores for each factor which suggests that although generally individuals who score high on Factor 1 score low on Factor 2 and vice versa there are a number of individuals who score high on both factors producing a curvilinear trend in the data. Reconciling these views is difficult but it may reflect an acceptance of the unpredictability and uncertainty involved in trying to manage the environment but with a belief that the environment itself is inherently unstable and only understood through expert analysis. In general, however, the two factors do seem to characterize two distinct sets of environmental views, that could be caricatured as one where the environment is unmanageable and likely to recover anyway and so we do not need experts to manage it as they cannot (high scores on Factor 1 and low scores on Factor 2). Opposed to this is the environment view that the environment can be managed, particularly through appropriate experts, and that a key reason effective management is possible is because the environment is in a delicate balance (scores low on Factor 1 and high on Factor 2). Using individual scores on these two factors it is possible to analyse how these environmental views affect environmental behaviours, lifestyles and if they reflect broader political views of individuals.
Although the scores could be correlated with the responds to specific questions about environmental behaviour, it should be remembered that the questions tended to use a Likert 5-point scale in asking for responses. Although the resultant large number of ties for correlation analysis can be accounted for within the statistical calculation, this study compared medians scores using the non- 
IND-POL2
Individuals should have freedom of choice regardless of the environmental impacts FAT-POL1
Ultimately, there is nothing individuals can do to manage or change the natural environment FAT-POL2
Doing nothing is the most rational strategy for managing the natural environment FAT-POL3
Attempts to manage the natural environment usually end in failure FAT-POL4
Environmental rules and regulations are just ways for authorities and environmentalist to control individuals FAT-POL5
There is no point in wasting time, energy and resources on trying to manage the natural environment EGAL-ENV2
If the balance of the natural environment is upset the whole system will collapse EGAL-ENV5
The natural environment is fragile and the balance can be easily upset
Structure Loadings IND-POL2
Doing nothing is the most rational strategy for managing the natural environment FAT-POL4
Environmental rules and regulations are just ways for authorities and environmentalist to control individuals
FAT-POL5
There is no point in wasting time, energy and resources on trying to manage the natural environment HIER-ENV1
The natural environment will become unstable if humans exceed the limits identified by experts HIER-ENV3
If we push the natural environment beyond what it can cope with there will be no turning back
HIER-ENV4
When pushed beyond the limits identified by experts the natural environment will not recover EGAL-ENV2
The natural environment is fragile and the balance can be easily upset parametric Kruskal Wallis test, a non-parametric equivalent of analysis of variance, to analyse if the median value for each factor changed with change in the likelihood of specific behaviours, lifestyles or political views (Table 5) . This enabled the direction of change in median values with changing response to be analysed.
Environmental behaviours and lifestyles
Exploring the responses using the Kruskal Wallis test, there are only a limited number of environmental behaviours where the median value varies significantly as responses change.
Simple behaviours such as turning lights and taps off do vary with response on Factor 1 with the median decreasing as the environmentally friendly behaviour becomes less frequent. On Factor 2 the median values for considering packaging before purchase and car sharing increase as the likelihood of the behaviour increases. This suggests that simple environmental behaviours are related to environmental world-views but associated with Factor 1 and an individual's non-fatalistic view of management of the environment. The relative lack of significance changes in median values associated with environmental behaviours for Factor 2 suggests that the individual's belief about the stability of the environment does not affect their behaviour. For lifestyle questions, the Krusakl Wallis test identifies the intention to educate children to be environmentally friendly and the intention to lead a green life as future intentions that increase in likelihood as Factor 2 scores increase.
Environmental world-views and political views Table 5 highlights that there is a relatively small number of statistically significant changes in median values for each factor as responses change in reply to political questions. In terms of likelihood of voting Green there is a clear and consistent change in median values, Factor 1 values decreasing with increasingly likelihood to vote Green and Factor 2 values increasing. A similar trend for Factor 2 median values can be identified with the likelihood of voting Labour, but for Factor 1 there is statistically significant variability in the median values but it does not change consistently with likelihood of voting Labour. Interestingly, there is no significant variation in median values for each factor with likelihood of voting Conservative.
For wider policies that reflect political positions, Factor 2 has statistically significant trends in increasing median values as responses change for increasing belief that NHS cuts have gone too far and for an increasing belief in environmental protection having not gone far enough, Similarly, the median values for Factor 2 show a statistically significant decrease as the belief that big business does not exploit people increases and as the belief that it is not government's responsibility to redistribute income increases. For Factor 1, the pattern of statistically significant trends in median values is more difficult to discern. There is variability in the medians for responses to big business and exploitation and to the tax or spending question but they have no consistent direction. For environmental protection there is a decrease in the median value as the belief in environmental protection having not gone far enough In italics indicates significant at 95% level and bold indicates significant at 99% level increases, a pattern consistent with changes in the median values for Factor 2. The only other statistically significant trend is the decrease in median value for Factor 1 as the belief increases that equality of opportunities for minorities has not gone far enough. Overall, despite a few clear trend in responses to these political questions, there is no consistent pattern.
Discussion
Although changes in the frequency individuals undertake specific environmental behaviours can be related to their environmental world-view, it seems that a non-fatalist view of environment and its management is the key driver to carry out simple individual actions such as switching lights off. Factor 2 seems to be more important in prompting actions related to interacting with others be they companies producing packaged goods or to car share. Factor 2, the factor related to beliefs about the nature of our relationship to the environment, are stronger determinants of lifestyle intentions. Even so, the number of specific behaviours whose frequency or likelihood increases or decreases significantly with changes in individual factor scores is relatively limited. For environmental behaviours only four out of the ten behaviours show significant changes in factor scores with frequency or with likelihood and only two out of the five lifestyle intention show any significant pattern. Despite the beliefs about the nature of the environment and humanity, actual concrete actions to prevent environmental degradation are very limited. Simple individual acts such as switching lights off are more likely if an individual has a non-fatalistic view of environmental management but this does not extend consistently to other individual acts such has wearing more clothes when it is cold. Likewise, although there is a significant attempt to ensure packaging is considered before purchasing products the same acts of consideration are not made in relation to taking your own bag shopping, to walking or taking a bus or even to recycling paper. It seems that concerns about the environment are not sufficient in themselves to result in consistent actions to prevent environmental damage. This would suggest that other incentives or drivers are required to convert concerns into actions.
Turning to the wider context of political beliefs, there does seem to be some relationship between political world-views and the factor scores of individuals, but once again the pattern is not consistent. Increased intention to vote Labour are clearly associated with increasing Factor 2 scores and with what would be seen as key progressive political policies of believing NHS cuts had gone too far and with a belief in the need for income redistribution as well as a suspicion of big business. The belief in the need to manage the environment, to maintain it within identifiable limits to maintain its balance, is associated with these progressive policies. The relationship is not consistent, however, across all progressive policies. Belief that cuts in spending on education and public services in general have gone too far are not associated with increasing Factor 2 scores. Likewise, on issues such as welfare benefits, the fair share of rewards in society and the role of private companies there is no association between progressive political beliefs and increasing Factor 2 scores.
Increases in Factor 1 scores are associated with more conservative views but only in relation to the opportunities available to minorities having gone too far. For most other policies there is little change in Factor 1 scores with increasing or decreasing agreement with the statement presented. The key exception is to the question as to whether environmental protection has gone too far. Factor 1 scores decrease as responses to this question move towards the view that they have gone too far with Factor 2 scores increasing as responses move in this direction.
The results highlight the significance of viewing environmental concerns and environment actions as well as the gap between these, within the context of the individual and the wider society of which they are a part. The two views of the environment derived from factor analysis emphasize that even if individuals experience the same educational system where climate change is taught, their perception of the nature and magnitude of environmental issues is still mediated through their own filters formed by their political and socio-economic conditions. Concern for the environment is commonplace amongst this sample of undergraduates but their willingness to act on these concerns is rather less than universal. Even simple actions to prevent environmental damage are not undertaken and key lifestyle changes required now and in the future seem to be continually weighed against their own expectations for a successful life. Whilst the cultural beliefs framework used to derive factors is a useful device to classify views, the significance of the political filter on beliefs, as well as the complex and seemingly inconsistent nature of this filter is an area that could improve our understanding of the gap between environmental concerns and actions.
Conclusion
This research examined the environmental world-views of undergraduate students. In part it supports the research by Price et al. (2014) that simplified views of the environment could be classified into the environment as elastic and the environment as ductile. However, in contrast to Price et al. (2014) this research has found that the environment as elastic views are based on the fatalistic/non-fatalistic world-view of the group under investigation. It is therefore worthwhile dividing environmental groups into 'the environment as ductile or elastic' but as shown the basis of these world-views may be subtly different to previous research. In addition, this research has shown that there does not appear to be a clear-cut relationship between political allegiance and environmental actions.
This research has also shown that even with individuals with a non-fatalistic view of the environment that behaviours often do not move beyond the simplest of environmental actions. There as with other research appears to an inconsistency with environmental concerns and environmental actions. From a policy perspective, the findings of the research suggest that a one size fits all to influence environmental behaviour may be inappropriate and indeed ineffective. There is a need for further research not to further assess the inconsistency between views and actions but also to examine ways in how, if at all, this gap can be reduced.
